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Assistant Dirac tor, Resaerch and Reports 

Chief, lSconomic Research Area, CBR 

Chief, Materials Division, OfiK 

Chief, Chemicals Branch, D/h/ER 

CoiBEanta on Recant Visit of UB Plastics Exchan ge 
Delegation to the USSR 


X. The US Plastics Exchange Delegation returned frets Its visit 
to tha USSR in the latter pert of June 1958. Now that the reports of 
the delegate!! lave been gads, it seens appropriate to relate sone. of 
the si gnificant aspects of the visit and to evaluate the Exchange in 
terms of the benefit to the economic intelligence effort. 

2 . par ing its fc-veefc stay in the UBSR the Delegation was per- 
mitted to visit 8 plastics producing and fabricating plants, shout 
half of the major plants of this type in the USSR. On an output basis 
it is estimated that the Delegation mas permitted to eee about a fourth 
of tbs industry. In addition, 6 research institutes were visited. 

5 * Attention la called to the fact that, with the exception of 
the Moscow area, the Delegation was sot permitted to'view any installa- 
tion in areas which are closed to foreigners. During the briefing of 
the Delegation prior to departure, the undersigned enpb&sised the 
impor tance of trying to obtain admittance to the 3 or a plastics plants 
la the Dsarshinsfc area, which is probably the most Impor tant area of 
chemical production in the USSR but which is closed to foreigners. Tha 
recuest of the Delegation to visit a plant in this area warn denied on 
the basis that there was wore to sea in the south and that too much time 
would be lost in visiting this plant. The plant referred to is only 
about 250 miles east of Moscow. In contrast, they ware permitted to 
visit plants in the Traiwoaueasus, about 2,000 miles from Moscow. 

%. Similarly, Russian technology in tha production of some of the 
aswer types of plastics was wit hheld from the Delegation. They were not 
shown production plants manufacturing fluoroplastlcs or silicones, 
although this way have been dm to the feet that the plants in question 
are located in closed areas rather than to a desire to withhold technology. 
Certain te chnology in the manufacture of polyethylene was intentionally 
withheld, however. The Delegation was not permitted to see tha low- 
pressure polyethylene pilot plant at the Polymerisation Institute in 
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Leningrad, even though other units at this Institute were shown to them. 
Likewise, the Russians refused to divulge the catalyst they are using 
in their pilot process for intermediate-pressure polyethylene. 

5* Evaluation of the Economic Information Collected 

a - National ; xoduction Statistics - Statistics on Soviet 
production of piSaiica in i.9$7 were given by officials of the 
Soviet plastics industry to the Delegation. These statistics 
consisted of an overall production figure broken down by cate- 
gory of plastics produced. The breakdown of the national 
production figure was ac coring to rather broad categories, 
no doubt to avoid revealing production of certain Important 
types of plastics. In addition, the production figures in- 
clude fillers which further duplicates the picture. Nonethe- 
less, the statistics obtained are of considerable value to 
M/CE, since no production statistics were previously available 
for this Soviet industry and since sufficient indirect informa- 
tion was not available to make all the estimates required. 

The sta tistics provided appear to be consistent, when properly 
interpreted, with the few estimates of plastics production 
previously made by W/CE. 


b * Plant Information - Information was obtained regarding 
type and aaountof production, processes, equipment, level of 
technology, quality of products, source of raw materials, and 
labor for the 8 plants visited. In addition, mauy photographs 
of plants and processing equipment were obtained. This informa- 
tion also was of considerable value to JJ/CH, adding greatly to 
our store of knowledge on the plants and the industry as a whole 


®* gggg-qq» J - ^formation - Names and, in most cases, photo- 
graphs of key personnel of the Soviet plastics industry and of 
each of the installations visited were obtained. Ifeny of these 
personnel were not previously known. Information of this nature 
has considerable potential value in intelligence research 


f * Miscellaneou s Information - Information was obtained 
' ^yp® s of plastics which are in short supply in the 

USSR and regarding the priority which the Soviets attShto 
increasing the production of the various types. The delegates 
fWshed estimates of the distribution of certain synthetic 
resins to industrial and consumer items, and jessed along their 
impressions of the strengths and weaknesses of the Soviet plastics 
£itartry. Much of thl, luformtlon m cot 
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however, M/CB regards this miscellaneous material as very valuable/ 
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In addition to the economic information collected, much 

. . 6 ; f 31 s^oation, despite the fact that access to certain imnor- 

tant piants and technoiogy was denied, the visit of the IB Plastics 
Exchange Delegation to the USSR resulted in the acquisition of ™»r>h 

wvS le + n S rBQt , i ° n vhich edds considerably to our knowledge of this 
important and rapidly growing branch of the Soviet cheMcal^indiw+Tv 
The success achieved by this Delegation rein^ces SS**’ 

exchange of delegations is an effective, ineamecsiveTand nractleal 
SoDomy?° a 21,001 3eal ° f valimble information on the Soviet 


25X1 A9a 



ii-E-C-R-S-T 


Approved For Release 2000/08/22 : CIA-RDP61 -00391 R0001 001 80004-7 



